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INSTRUCTIONS 


AFTER COMPLETING THE FORM, CONTINUE THE SUMMARY REPORT ON gi/iz x 11 INCH WHITE PAPER. 


1. ALLEGATIONS 

In narrative form, state how, when, where, and by whom the com¬ 
plaint was received. State the date, time, and location where the 
incident occurreo, and summarize the corriplaint. If more than one 
allegation is made, enumerate each allegation as follovys: 

No. 1 (Summarize the allegation) 

No. 2 (Summarize the allegation) 

2. EVIDENCE 

Number and atLir:h all statements, reports, and other evidence gath¬ 
ered,-on the lowr)r right hand coner. The Complaint R^sgister num¬ 
ber must also be entered on the lower right hand corner of each 
attachment. Following are examples,of attachments and the se¬ 
quence in which they may be nurhbsred (EXAMPLES ONLY). 
Attachments: 

No. 1 Complaint-Against Department Member 

No. 2 Letter of complaint from vlctlnh 

No. 3 Statement of victim 

No. 4 Statement of witness (give name) 

No. 5 Report of member (give name) 

No. 6 Statement of member (give name) 

No. 7 Progress report of investigator (give name) 

No. 8 Copy of certified letter to complainant 
No. 9 Copy of Alcoholic Influence' Report (accused) 

No. 10 General Offense Case Report, R.D._ 

No. 11 Injury on Duty Report (give name of injured) 

3. INVESTIGATION 

In narrative form, Indicate the fact-finding processes followed and 
the information ascertained as'a.result of the investigation-. When¬ 
ever reference is made to an attachment, indicate the attachment 
number. 

4. FINDINGS 

Each allegation must be classified either of the following: 

Unfounded - Exonerated - Not Sustained - Sustained. 

If the classification is “Sustained,!’ indicate the rule number violated, 
the context of the rule, and how the rule was violated by the member. 
Example: Allegation No. 1. Unfounded 

Allegation No. 1. Sustained - Vloja’tion of Rule 12, Fail¬ 
ure to wear the uniform as prescribed, in that on 27 Feb 84 
the accused was found to be wearing a non-prescribed 
short sleeve shirt. 

Even though the original 3llegation(s) may be Unfounded, etc., the 


Investigation may uncover a violation of serious nature unrelated to 
the original complaint, in which case disciplinary action should be 
recommended for the other violation . 

Example; Allegation No. 1. Unfounded 

Allegation No. 2. Not Sustained 

Other violation: Sustained - Violation of Rule 26, Fail¬ 
ure to provide the Department with a current address 
and telephone number, in that the accused related in 
his statement that he had moved and obtained a new 
telephone number and he had failed to provide this 
information to the Department. 

SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS DISCIPLINARY ACTIONS and 
RECORD OF PREVIOUS COMPLIMENTARY HISTORY 

IN SUSTAINED CASES ONLY, copies of the accused member's 
Summary of Previous Disciplinary Actions and Record of Previous 
Complimentary History will be Included as attachments to the 
final Investigation report. Refer to the General Order entitled 
“Complaint and Disciplinary Procedures." 

5. RECOMMENDATION FOR DISCIPLINARY ACTION 

One (overall) recommendation for disciplinary action will be made 
by the investigator. The recommendation will be for^ sustained 
findings; rQ com rrenda tions will not be made for each sustained 

Examples: 1'. Violation noted, no disciplinary action warranted. 

2. That the accused member be reprimanded. 

3. That the accused member be suspended for_days 

(not to exceed 30 days). 

4. That the accused member be separated from the 
Department. 

6. DATE INITIATED: (Date complaint wasrecelved for Investigation^ 

7. DATE COMPLETED: (Date of this report) 

B. ELAPSED TIME: (Total time, expressed in days) 

_ fl nvestioator) __ 

Rank Name Star No., Unit 

9. APPROVALS 

The investigator will Initiate the Command Channel Review form 
(CPO*44.113) by completing the Investigator Section. 


I.A. 

D. LOCATION CODES 



I.A. 

01 

Food Sales/Restaurant 

11 

Public Transportation Veh./Facility : 

01 

02 

Tavern/Liquof Store 

12 

Park District Property 

02 

03 

Other Business Establishment 

13 

Airport 

03 

04 

Police Building 

14 

Public Property - Other 

04 

05 

Lockup Facility 

15 

Other Private Premise 

05 

06 

Police Maintenance Facility 

16 

Expressway/Interstate System 

06 

07 

CPD Automotive Pound Facility 

17 

Public Way - Other 

07 

08 

Other Police Property 

18 

Waterway, Inch Park District 

08 

09 

Police Communications System 

]9 

Private Residence 

09 

10 

Court Room 



iO 


I.A.D. PHYSICAL CONDITION CODES 


No Visible Injury - Apparently Normal 

No Visible Injury - Under Influence 

injured, Not Hospitalized 

injured, Not Hospitalized - Under Influence 

Injured, Hospitalized 

Injured. Hospitalized - Under Influence 

Injured, Refused Medical Aid 

Injured, Refused Medical Aid - Under influence 

Deceased 

Deceased - Under Influence 



1. Face Sheet 

2. Initiation Re 

3. Crime Scene 
3A-3E, Photos of I 

4. Arrest Repo 

5.. Lockup Scrt 

6. Request for 

7. Notification 

8. Administrati 

9 . Waiver/Reqi 

10. Notification 

11. Administrati 

12. Statements 

13. Message fro 

14. Arrest Repo 

14A. Lockup Sere 

15. Letter Sent t 

16. Postal Recei 

17. Canvass 

18. Request for: 

19. Case Report 

20. Arrest Repo 
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EVIDENCE/ATTACHMENTS (Continued) 


20A. 

21 . 

21A. 

22 . 

22A. 

23. 

24. 

25. 

26. 

27. 

28. 

29. 

30. 

31. 

32. 

33. 

34. 

35. 

36. 

37. 

38. 

39. 

40. 

41. 

42. 

43. 

44. 

45. 

46. 

47. 

48. 

49. 

50. 

51. 

52. 

53. 


im Inv. Ill C. Smithj RE: 
iiT^n^^^ilson 


Lockup Screening Loj 

Arrest Report for|_ 

Lockup Screening Log 

To/From from Inv. Ill C. Smith, RE: Attempt to contact witnesses 
To/From fron 
Letter Sent t( 

Letter Sent t( 

Oral Interview _ 

To/From from Inv. Ill C. Smith 
Returned Letter 
Postal Receipt signed 
Request for Interview 
Request for Interview 
Request for Interview 
Request for Interview 
Request for Interview 
Request for Interview 
Fax Message 

Notification of Charges for PO Robert Poholik, 012th District 

Administrative Proceedings Rights for PO Robert Poholik, Star #10721, 012th District 
RequestAVaiver of Counsel for PO Robert Poholik, Star #10721, 012th District 
Fax Message 
Fax Message 

Statement of Officer Gary Makowski 
Fax Message 
Fax Message 

Statement of Officer Scott Martin 
Statement of Officer Humberto Candelario 
Statement of Officer Jean Borja 
Statement of Officer Antonio Ponce 

Notification of Charges/Allegations for Officer Robert Poholik 
Administrative Proceedings Rights for Officer Robert Poholik 
Statement of Office r Robert Poholik 
Oral Interview with] 

Notification of Charges/Allegations foi 
Administrative Proceedinj 
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EVIDENCE/ATTACHMENTS (Continued) 

55. Disclosure of Information Form 

56. Message 

57. Request for Medical Records 

58. Records 

59. Court Sheet 

60. Investigator's Case Log 

INVESTIGATION: 


Sgt. Williamson, Star #1866, Unit 012, contacted the Office of Professional Standards on 30 
August 1997 at 223^iour^n^2Sj5^®*'®^ ^ complain^itMm^^ilmouth^ta^^ 
the complainant,is 

assigned to Unit various allegation^fphysical abuse against Officer 

Robert Poholik, which abuse allegedly occurred during |||||||H||H|^|arrest. (Att. #2) 

Sgt, Williamson further reported that he was otUh^cen^fH^^^^^^Barrest and 
witnessed same. Sgt. Williamson reported stepped from a bar during a 

narcotics investigation where a large crowd had gathered. Tactical officers at the scene had 
radioed for assistance an d Officer Poholik and his partner, Officer Scott Martin, responded. Sgt. 
Williamson reported thatHHHimwas aske^iumeroimimes to leave the area, but 
refused and was subsequently placed under arrest, to struggle with Officer 

Poholik and was placed on the ground and handcu^dT^^^^^^^^^^ was transported to the 
012th district by Officers Poholik and Martin and charged with Disorderly Conduct. (Att. #2) 

Sgt. Williamson reported that while inside the 012th District informed Officers 

Poholik and Martin that he was a Polic^Depamnent employee so Sgt. Williamson interviewed 
him. Sgt. Williamson stated thattold him that he should not have been arrested 
because he was just trying to see what was going o n and added that the arresting officers had no 
right to make him leave the area. Sgt. Williamson that Officer Poholik threw 

him to the ground and slapped him on his face at the scene of arrest and that once inside the 012th 
District Station Officer Poholik slapped him on both sides of his face numerous times while he 
was handcuffed to a wall. (Att. #2) 
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Sgt. Williamson reported that OfficersScottMj^, Gary Makowski, Humberto Candalario and 
Antonio "Ponce were witnesses to arrest. (Att. #2) 


provided two interviews - one at the onset of th e investigation and the second 
afte r once the accused and the witness offic ers were interviewed, stated that he 

had consumed approximately fou^eei^whei^^ 
notice^the^atron^Tlli^avert^etting up and going towards the front 
stated that he stood insidyjea^he front door, and watched as Officer Poholil^too^ver a 
male/Hispanic namec^^^HHfand began striking him stated 

that he yelled at OfficcnPonolik^cIling him to stop beating|||||||^^ admonished him for 

doingso^incei^m||was already handcuffed, that Officer Poholik 

the area, but he responded that he was on private propertj^nc^as 
just wSdun^ n^triest and minding his owiHxisines^Officer Poholik walked towards^^l 

''Come on'’ and||||H||||||^^ ‘'For what?” and Officer Poholik 

under Officer Poholik why he was 

being arrested, but Officer Poholik by his shirt an^hre^urnfoward 

towards the ground causing scrapes on his left shoulder and right elbow. 
that he lost c onsciousness at this point and only recalled being dragcgcH^h^auadcarUU 
stated that he was transported to the district along the arresting 

otlicers^dentified as Officers Poholik and Martin. stated that while inside the 

squad car Officer Poholik slapped his face, so he told him that he worked with the Chicago Police 
Department and alleged that Officer Poholik was committing “police brutality”. (Atts. #12,#54) 



wall and 
Poholik began asking him 


continued that once inside the District Stati on Officer Poholik chained him to a 
as placed in another interview room. stated that Officer 

uestions, but when he responded Ofticer Poholik would sla] 
statecHha^fficer Poholik returned with some supervisoi 
including Sgt. Williamson. ^^mUjjUtold Sgt. Williamson his unit of assignment and 
identified his commander and supervisors and further stated that he wanted to file a C.R Number 
against Officer Poholik. 



;P 


R/I asked he fought, threatened, struggled or resisted arrest and heated that 

he did not re member because he passed out. In a later interview he stated that “no”. 

stated that he did not make any physical contact with Officer Poholik. R/I aske 
|if he told the police that they could not come inside the tavern and he stated, “no 
added, “Fm not the owner, Fm just a patron there”. 




R/I asked 
that he was not 


'hy he did not leave the area as instructed by the police and he stated 
loing anything wrong and felt that Officer Poholik wanted him to leave so he 
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would not witness what was going on. that he was not standing outside 

the tavern, but was near the second op en door and the in cident occurred outside the tavern 
approximately 10 feet away. R/I asked|^^|^^|if he told the arresting officers, “Fll have 
your jobs** or “You don’t know who you’re fucking with’* and he stated that he never said this. 

Ryi asked describe his injuries after allowing him to review the photos taken of 

him by an Evidence stated that his right eye was swollen as a result 

of being slapped by Officer Poholn^n^inTacrairt on his left shoulder after Officer Poholik 
threw him to the ground. He sustained a scrape on his left shoulder and right elbow as a result. 
(Atts. #12,#54) 


R/I viewed 


[photos, but they revealed no noticeable injury, (Atts. #3-#3E) 


medical records indicate that he 11 September 

1997, approximately 12 days aft er the incident oc curred, and sought emergency room treatment 
for pain to his elbow and knees. m^|^|told the hospital staff he was trying to break up 
a fight when his injuries occurred and was diagnosed as having sustained contusions on his knees, 
was prescribed Tylenol #3. (Att. #57) 


The Screening Log indicates that] 
the lockup. (Att. #5) 


had no obvious pain or injury when admitted to 


Report indicates that he was arrested on 30 August 1997 at 2130 hours 
by Officers Pholik and Martin for Disorderly Conduct. The narrative portion of the report states 
tliat Officers Pholik and Martin responded to an assist call made by 012lh District tactical officers 
which resulted in the arrest of four offenders. Report stat es that once 

officers Po holik and Martin arrived they observed a crowd gathering so they aske( 

to leave, but he refused and told the officers that he did not have to leave] 
was placed under arrest using “necessary force” and transported by Officers Poholik 
and Martin to the district station for processing. (Att. #4) 




The related Case Report and s ubsequent Arrest Reports indicate that] 

[were arrested for Delivery of a Controlled Substance on 30 August 
1997 at 2130 hours by Officers Candelario, Borja and Ponce. The narrative portion of the Case 
Report states that the arresting officers were t ravelin 
observed several male/Iiispanics standing near 
known for gang and narcotic-related activities, 
so they approached the offenders for a field interview, but 
containing suspect PCP and fled with Officer Candelario in pursuit. 



when they 
targeted location 
The arrest ing officers ob served a drug transaction 

threw a small bottle 



was 
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apprehended an d detained. Officer Borja recov ared ihe bottle, Officer Candelario (old Officer 
Ponce to ^ Controlled Substance. (Atts. 

#14,)¥19,#20,#21) 


The Arrest Reports ol 


indicate thatH 

arrested for Delivery of a Controlled Substance 
uSpoSnMcH^ Station by Olltcers Candelario, Borja and Ponce 

was arrested for Possession of a Conlroned Substance and was also transported by Officers 
Candelario, Borja and Ponce. (Atts. #14,#20,#21) 


Several attempts w^ere 
results. 


made to contact 


but these attempts were met with negative 



Iprovided a brieforaUelephone 

1997 he was arrested with |||||g|||||||||M ^ known only to him 

refused to provide any details surrounding his arrest, except to say that^Hp^^^^^were 
arrested by three male/Hispanic officers dressed in plamdothes^h^^ walked up to them and 
placed them in handcuffs. ^^■^■state^ha^^H^^Hiwere driven to the s^n 
together following their arrest, but^^^H^H|^BJwa^mnsported by another squad car.^H 
[stated that once inside placed ill separate rooms, 

stated that he never saw^^^l^lf^used in his presence at the scene of arrest 
and had nothing further to add. (Att. #25) 

pro vided a brief oral telephone interview. stated that h^a^ding a 

when he saw||^^^|^^^BH^B^^ytate^ha^or to sccin^HHiie 
had consumed a bee^n^wa^ntoiccated^^^^^^^B||stated that he saw several officers 
approaching him and was afraid because he wa^i^roStion for theft and did not want to be 
arrested^j^^^^U stated that he ran, but decided to stop since he had not committed any 
crimel^^^^^^^ited that a male plainclothes officer told him to get on the ground and he 

stated that he was dizz>^ and could not recall whether or not the officer 
was I lull II III 11 III! I III 11 that he felt something liit him on the he ad and he was 

placed in a squad car an*^ Set^^TiTnse[f to the station. Once at the station he saw] 

aloiiR with other arrestees.that he did not witness anyone else’s arrest,_ 

dated that he was not injure during the incident. (Att. #51) 

Officer Scott Martin, the officer who stated that he and Officer Poholik 

were on routi ne patrol when the y monitored a call for assistance by membei^fthMactical team. 
They went placed the subje ct, later identified asUpmH inside their 

squad car and broughnnnnopB^^^^^^Bw'hcre the rest of the tactical team was located, 
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Once the officers arrived at subjects standing 

near a wall so Officer Martin remained inside the squad car with the prisoner wliile )llicei 
Poholik exited the vehicle to assist the tactical olTioers. Oflkc^darlii^^ccl llial he saw a crovvd 
gathenno Ollicer Poltolik returned to the scinad car with^^^^^Hin custody and once he 
was plaJLd inside the sriiiad car he was transported to tlie district station for processing, (Att, 

#44) 

Tactical Officers Candelario and Borja provided writt|jyt|t|ment^fflcer Candelario and Borja 
stated that they observed a narcotics transaction at hut when OiTiccr 

Ciiiulelario approached the oUenders for afield imcrview]H|PJBran, but Ollicer 
Candelario pursued him on foot w hile Officer Bor ja Followed liim in th^iiuadca|^aker Ponce 
remained with the other offenders. j^^^Hlwas apprehended at 

narcotics were recovered. Once Officers Candelario and Borja returned to where Officer Ponce 
was holding the other offenders Officer Candelario noticed that a crowd had gathered. The 
offenders involved in the narcotics incident along with another male/Hispanic \«|jer^ake^nt^^ 
custody Officer CandelarioandOfiic Borja staled that they did not observe 
arrest and added tliatB ^B^BBIwas already taken into custody by the time he returned to 
Officer Candelario and Officer Borja denied witnessing any misconduct of 

any kind. (Atts. #45,#46) 


Officer Makewski provided a written statement. Officer Makewski stated that he responded to a 
call for assistance by Officers Ponce, Boija and Candelario, but by the time he responded the 
narcotics suspects were in custody, but the narcotics had not been recovered so he began 
searching for same. Officer Makewski stated that he saw patrons of a nearby tavern coming into 
the street, standing near the doorway yelling at the officers and telling them 

they could not enter the tavern because it was private property. Officer Makewski stated that the 
next tiling he saw was|^^|^^^^|^^|being taken to the squad car by a uniformed officer. 

R/I asked Officer Makews ki if he observed any injuries he stated “no”, 

but he added that he heard B^PM^Byelling^utcoul^^ recall what he was saying. 
Officer Makewski stated thaHi^i^io^^eive^^^JI^I fight anyone, but he was 
described as “loud” and smelling of alcohol. Officer Makewski stated that he did not obseiwe any 
misconduct on the part of any Department member. (Att. #41) 


Officer Antonio Po nce provided a writte n statement. Officer Ponce stated that after observing a 
drug transaction at^^HH|^^H|Hhe remained at that location with some oS’enders while 
Officers Candelario an^Bo^^nase^nother offender on foot. Officer Ponce stated that he 
radioed for assistance and once it arrived he p^te^dowi^w^offenders and placed them into a 
squad car. A third offender was brought afterwards and Officers Boija 
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and Candelario returned to the scene also. Officer Ponce state^ha^hile en route to the station 
he was informed that there was a fourth arrestee, but he denied 

witnessing his arrest. Officer Ponce denied witnessing any misconduct on the part of any 
Department member. (Att. #47) 

Accused Officer Robert Poholik. provided a written statement. Officer Poholik stated that he and 
Officer Martin monitored a call for assistance by tactical officers identified as Boija, Ponce and 
Candelario. Once they respondedtothec^t^^^^^H*^® Officers Candelario and 
Borja placing a subjcct^amclv^^|^^^^^^|iiilo custody, Ollicei Poholik stated that he and 
Officer Martin placed(H||U[ii^he'^eliicle and left to meet Office^once^iK^ra^^ 
detaining other possible offenders down the street Once they arrived 

Officer Poholik saw Officer Ponce searching an offender near a bar and he noticed that a larg^^ 
crowd had gathered so he asked the crowd to disperse. The crowd began to disperse cxceptH 
^h^a^alked out of the bar onto the sidewalk. Officer Poholik stated that he 
asked^^BUllllH several timn^i^eav^iliyie refused and added that he did not have to 
listen^^^^^^^^hreatenedH^^^^^Bwitli arrest, but he remained at the scene so 
Officer Poholik told^^^^^^^Hthat he was under arrest for Disorderly Conduct.jHP 
^^^^^|refused t^uUnMiS^ehindlusback^en asked, but swung his arms and lacked. 
Officer Poholik stated that he grabbedll[||||HHIarms, placed him on the ground by 
putting pressure on his arms above his elDows^jace^Doth his hands 

handcuffed him. Officer Poholik stated that he weighs 235 pounds and|^^|^^^|weighs 
approximately 155 pounds so he did not have to use a lot of force to place him on the ground, 
Officer Poholik stated that he pickedj^^^^^^Hui^d placed him inside his squad car. 
Officer Poholik stated that when he picked^^^^^^l up he stated, “You don’t know who 
you’re fucking with. I’ll have your jobs”. 


Officer Poholik stated that he di^io^bserv^nv' visible injuries oii^^^^^^|nor did he 
complain of any. He added ® strong odor of alcohol on him and 

seemed irrational and loud. Officer Poholik denied all allegations lodged against him. (Att. #50) 


CONCLUSION: 

The R/I is closing this investigation with a findin^^o^ustained against Officer Poholik and 
Without the cooperation is difficult to ascertain which 

account of the incident is more credible. 
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FINDINGS; 

Allegations #l-#2 NOT SU STAINED against 

Unit 146 

Allegations #l-#4 NOT SUSTAINED against Officer Robert Poholik, Star #10721, 

Unit 012 


DATE INITIATED: 2 September 1997 

DATE COMPLETED: 5 December 1997 

ELAPSED TIME: 94 Days 



Investigator Grace Wilson, Star //(v! 


APPROVED; 



O.P.S. Supervisor James Henry, Star ''’104 


/It 
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FSNDJNGS—RECOMMENDATIONS 


I 


Brief ly summarue the investiOJt.on describing your efforts to orovc or disprove the aileqation(s). Ir.dica'te whe"r witoer'ses r,r evidence ’ 

•u[3porl or oa not support the riille^aiion's). 

suhunary of Previous Disciplinary Actions and Record of Previous Complinienl, 

ar/ HsstOiy Will be included as attachrnarits. 


SEE PAGE TWO 


Oj- 


INVeSTIGATIVe-REPOflTS— 
SUPPORTiNG ALLEGATION 
I 1ST ATTACHMENT NUMaEHS; 


INVESTIGATIVE REPOR't'S- 

PHYSICAL EVIDENCE 

5UPPORTING ACCUSED MEMBERcS) 


LIST ATTACHMENT NUMBERS; 

LIST ATTACHMENT NUMBERS' 

203 2r> 

17 


rO I'AL NUMBER OF ATTACNIVIENTS’’ 
jbUBMiTTEO WITH THIS FILE: 


•27 


“r" reprimanded, 3. That the accused member 

FINDINGS: 

Allegation /7lr NOT SUSTAINED against: Officer Robert Foholik 

Allegation #2: NOT SUSTAINED against Officers Robext Poholik and James D-iaieis 


APPROVED: 



OPS Acting Stipervi 


ael Duffy 5 Y?^] 4 


/lb 


lU A . E Ar IA T ^ t,; 
{DATE CO.VA'LAiiNiT 
Rf-'CEIVEO f--<5»i li'-iVF.S'T 


e'O'* M 

f>roc ^ 


A-iV^sti^s'.'tor -vv:!: irYitials ihe CoriY'-n;,;f‘c; CT^-nn^::^ RevAryv 
form bv cu;;-!>='nR‘^j the ]rwQ^An};ii'->d bt^fiior- 


vi>_Ei CO 


29 Apr 


t r. 



40 
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SUMMARY OF INVESTIGATION: 

The victim,alleged that he was when they w^ere 

stopped by the police and asked to step from the searched and then taken to 

the 012th District and placed in an interview room. ||^^^^^|alleged that Officer Poholik ran 
a name check on him and found that he had an outstanding warrant. Officer Poholik then 
slapped a couple of times and punched him on his temple. Officer 

PoholikThnotncnucker” and a ‘^son-of-a-bitch” and t hreatened hi m to a fight. With this, 
[ficei^oholik and his partner. Officer Daniels, lifted IHUmi off the floor and dropped him. 
[alleged th at the officers did this to him two or three times. Officer Poho lik then 
punched about his face and head until he pa ssed out. When ^^^^^Hregained 

consciousness, he was taken to the lockup and then to I 


osed to supply the reporting investigator with information on how to 
but he never did supply this information. 




contact 


The arrest report stopped for traffic violations and a name 

check revealed that he had an outstanding warrant. 


The lockup screening report indicates that when|^^^^^|was recei ved in the loc kup, he had 
swelling to his left eye and that he was complaining ofblurrec l i inn the 

lockup personnel that he had just been released and tliat he 

needed his medicine. He was then transported T( 



The medical records from that when examined, 

he complained that he had been punched and kicked by the police after his arrest. The medical 
examination revealed swelling and discoloration under his left eye and swelling and tenderness 
to his leg and neck. 



Officer Poholik gave a statement in the Office of Professional Standards and he rel ated that 
^mHw'as stopped after he was observed speeding and running two traffic li ghts, 
was asked to step from his vehicle and show his driver’s license. not have a 

driver's license and was placed in custody and taken to the 012th District for processing. A 
name check was run on him and it came back that he had a warrant. At this point,| 
became very irate and started screaming that he was psychotic and needed his medicine. 1 lie 
officers informed the desk sergeant tha^^^^^^^needed medicine and call ed fot a trans port 
because they were ending their tour of duly. Officer Poholik stated that whenm^^^^^vvas 
first taken into custody, he noticed ihal^^^^^^Hiad some puffiness around one of his eyes 
which appeared to be from an old injury^Uinccn^holik categorically denied the allegations 
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made against him. 

Officer Daniels also gave a statement at the Office of Professional Standards and he related 
essentially the same account of his incident as Officer Poholik. Officer Daniels denied the 
allegations made against him. 






SWORN 
■CIVILIAN 
O ISPOSmON 4. DATt 






















































FINOINGS“R£COMMENDATIONS 


Briefly summarize the im/esticjztion describing your efforts to prove or disprove the allegetion js). Indicate whether witnesses or evidence 
support or do not support the allegation(s) 

In sustained cases ONLY, copies of the accused member’s Summary of Previous Disciplinary Actions and Record of Previous Compliment- 
ary History wtl} be included as attachments. 


See 2 


INVESTIGATrVE REPORTS— 
ly, SUPPORTJNG ALLEGATION 
^ LIST ATTACHMENT NUMBERS; 


INVESTIGATIV/E REPORTS— PHVS ICAL EV IDENCe' 

SUPPORTING ACCUSED MEMB£R(S) 

LIST ATTACHMENT NUMBERS: LIST ATTACHMENT NUMBERS 


12,16,20,24 


;t01 AL NUMBER OF ATTACHMENTS 
[SUBMITTED WITH THIS FILE: 


be1uTpL"oed'';om::° daTs reprimanded. 3. That the accused member 


Allegation No. X and No. 2 HOT SUSTAINEP against 

Officer Yakea, Officer Rrinrandos Officer P^eina, Officer Schaa. 

Allegation No. 3 Not Sustained against nnknoim officer. 



O A r E n-f n i a t r u 


iDAT? co/uPLAirMT WAS 11 July 96 |(OAf'E;*^or fH'Is ^7 Sept. 96 

UCcIlIVLO INVESTIGATION) |rEPORT) 

Investigator will initiate the Command Chennel Review 

form by coni(-fc:hiiM the Inve^Uij.-lOfSection 

fJCCCSSAnS' USE AN 8';? >• .\J*' SHEET O 


ELAPSED TO,-,L... , 

} T C T' A 1 . T • M f O “ J I - d 

EXPRESSED IN DAVS) 
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ADDITIONAL ACCUSED: 


Reina, Ai 


Star i?9483 











































SUMMARY REPORT DIGEST- 

COMPLAINT REGISTER INVESTIGATION NO. 

CHICAGO POLICE DEPARTMENT 


2A5120 


DA.TE or MBPORT ( D A V'M O V C A R ) 

09 June 1998 
03 August i998T 


To be used in all cases that are to he classified as either EXONERATED, UNFOUNDED, NOT SUSTAINED, or 
in SUSTAINED cases where the Disciplinary Recommendation does not exceed FIVE (5| DAYS SUSPENSION. 

SUDMIT ORIGINAL AND 3 COPIES IF ASSIGNED TO SAME UNIT AS ACCUSED* 

SUBMIT ORIGINAL AND 4 COPIES IF NOT ASSIGNED TO SAME UNIT AS ACCUSED. 


TO; SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE 

ATTENTION S ADMINISTRATOR IN CHARGE, OFFICE OF PROFESSION AL STANDARDS 
□ ASSISTANT DEPUTY SUPERINTENDENT, INTERNAL AFFAIRS DIVISION 
FROM-INJeSTIGATO R'S name I RANK ISTAR NO 


William T. Rotroff 

AUO'HLSb O* INClULNT 


h _James Daniels 


Robert Poho1ik 




I _107 

[bATE OF INCIDENT • TIME 

^ May 9 8_21.10. 

RANK ISTAR NO. | SOCIALSEC* NO. 


(UNIT ASSIGN 

L-ii^ _ 



•fl- ON DUTY □ OFF DUTY 


JSWORN 
•CIVILIAN 


2 I NAME 

5? 

aZ 

5< 


CHARGES 

COURT BRANCH j" 

1 


1 

1 

'cVlY”stAl 

E Ttelephone I, 


U.O.HTAUfe. 

- COND. 

-J i'l <■ O O E t 




NAME 1 

1 AiJuRfess** c7ty 


I ADDRESS-' 


ITELEPHONE ISE-X/XACE : D.O.BYAME 


W NAME 

n 

ut 


SEE ATTACHED SHEET FOR ADDITIONAL ACCUSED, COMPLAINANTS, VICTIMS, WITNESSES. 

The complaint v/as registered with the Office of Professional Standards on 06 Kay 1998 at 
100 hours, by Office of Professiona^Standar^ Investigator Lydia Conlisk3#50, assigned 
5 to Unit 113- The complainan^^^^M||U^^alleged that on 01 May 199S, at 2010 hours, 

9 in the vicinity of course of his arrest, the accused com- 

< mitted the follov/ing acts: 1) verbally abused himj 2) grabbed him by the collar and pushed 
w him against the squad car; 3) slainitied the squad car door on his right let; 4) pushed him 

^ inside the squad car; 5) it is further alleged that while at the 0I2th^District Station, 

the accused punched him once on the left side of his jaw; and 6) squeezed the handcuff on 
his wrist too tight, v;hen cuffed to the wall ring. 


KA.D. LOCATION CODES* 

01 Food Salet/Re5iaur.int 

02 Tavern/Li<|uor Store 

03 Other Susiness ESlablishment 

04 Police BuUdins 

05 Lockup F.jcillly 

Of) Police -MairUenance Facility 

0? CPO Auiornotive Pound Facility 

oa other Police Properly 

09 Police Comrr'iunications System 

lO Court Room 


Public TranspO'tetion Veh./F?.cility 

Park District Prone/ty 

Airport 

Public Property - Other 
Other Private Premise 
Exprnsjw'iiy/ihterstdte System 
Public Way • Other 
Waterway, incl. Pirk District 
private Residence 


l.A.D, PHYSICAL CONDITION CODESt 

03 No Visible Injury • AoDarentty Normal 

02 No Visible Injury • Under influence 

03 Injured, Not Hospitallieo 

04 Injured, Not Hospiialized - Unoer Influence 

05 Injured, Hospitalized 

OS Injured, Hospitalized - Under influence 

07 Injured, Refused Medical Aid 

06 Injured, Refused Medical Aid • Under influence 

Q9 Deceased 

10 Deceased • Under influence 


* IF CPD MEMeER, I tST RANK.. STAR, SOCIAL SECURI~V. EMPLOYEE NOS. SN ADDRESS QOX, pAX/BEl.L IN 'TELEPHONE BOX 


CTO-44 1 K?A 


C.R NC. 


2u;i5I20 

























FIN DINGS—RECOMMENDATIONS 


Briefly summarize the investigation describing your efforts to prove or disprove the allegation(s). Indicate whether witnesses or evidence 
support or do not support the alle 9 ation{s). 

In sustained cases ONLY, copies of the accused member's Summary of Previous Disciplinary Actions and Record of Previous Compliment¬ 
ary History will be included as attachments. 


SEE PAGE 2 


INVESTIGATIVE REPORTS— 

PHYSICAL EVIDENCE 

SUPPORTING ACCUSED MEMBtRtS) 
LIST ATTACHMENT NUMBERS: 

LIST attachment NUMBERS! 

7,9-16 

3-6,8 


. IMVeSTiGAriVE REPORTS— 
SUPPORTING ALLEGATION 
LIST ATTACHMENT NUMBERS; 


viol^ations will be cited by number only. One overall recommendation for Disciplinary 
Action will be made by the investigator. The recommendation will be for ALL sustained findings; recommendations will NOT be made 
for each sustained allegation. 

Example: 1. Violation noted, ho disciplinary action warranted. 2. That the accused member be reprimanded. 3, That the accused member 
be suspended for.days (not to exceed 5 days). 

FUNDINGS: 

ALLEGATIONS //I - #6 Not Sustained against Officer .JaTues Danielsj //4087 

ALLEGATIONS ’//I “ #5 Unfounded against Officer Robert Pbhblik^ /U0721 


APPROITI): 


_^ . 

OPS SupervSbAor James Hfenry> Star //lb4 


Total Time: 33 days 

Suspense Time: 16 days 


GATE initiated ' rx-r ri Ci'o 

(DATE COMPLAINT WAS 0/ MaV 90 I 

RECEIVED FOR 1N VCST (G ATI ON) ] 

lUATE COMPI ETF,D 
|(DATE QF THIS 
|F£P0RT| 

09 June 98 

, ELAPSED TIME 

1 (TOTAL TIME. 

' expressed in DAVS) 

17 days 

investigator will initiate the Command Channel 

form j»v comi.lcltnu the Inve^ti :jtai '5 Section, 

Review 




IF rVECESSARY, USE AIV BV? x 1j " SHEE” ' 
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SUMMARY: 

The complainant, stated in his written statement to the Office of 

Professional Standards that a male white uniformed officer, one of the arresting officers physi cally 
m^^CT^ly abused liim as indicated in the allegations section of the Summary Digest Report. ■■ 
^^^^stated that he sustained injuries of soreness to the left side of his face and has headacl^^ 
did not seek or receive any medical attention. 


at 


^^^i^njesy^( 

i^Onicen<obe^^i 


lort that was arrested on 01 May 1998, at 2010 houra, 

_on charges omatHNsorderl^onduct by arresting o fficers James Daniels 

and Utticer Robert Poholik. The Arrest Report narrative stated that the offendeij^^^i^^m 
was knowingly and intentionally yelling obscenities and refused to leave the scene of a police 
investigation, inciting citizens to attempt to defeat the arrest. The offender resisted police arrest, 
refused verbal commands, and refused to be handcuffed. The airesting officers used minimal fo rce 
necessary to effect the arrest. The Arrestee Lockup Screening Report stated tha]m|jji|j||mhad 
no obvious visible signs of pain or injury but claimed to have moutli pain. 

The accused Officers James Daniels and Officer Robert Poholik denied the allegations in 
their reports. Officer James Daniels is described as the male white accused officer, being shorter in 
height than the partner, Officer Poholik. Officer Poholik is described as the male Hispanic officer. 
Both officers corroborated tliat the^i^ioHnfli^ir^ degree of physical abuse, verbal abuse and/or 
excessive force on the offender. 


The named witnessjl^^^^^^lhas not cooperated with this investigation, in that she 
does not live at the address indicated and has not come forth to cooperate with this investigation. 


CONCLUSION; 

The available evidence is inconclusive to substantiate the allegations made against the 
accused. In view of the foregoing facts, it is recommended that this matter be closed and the findings 
be classified as “Not Sustained” against Officer James Daniels, and “Unfounded” against Officer 
Robert Poholik. 


\pm 






SUMMARY REPORT DIGEST- 

COMPLAINT REGISTER INVESTIGATION NO.' 

CHICAGO POLICE DEPARTMENT 




237245 


D«TB or BcroftT (□•‘r-Mo -v*a» 

17 June 1997 
23 June 1997 T 


To be used In all cases that are to be classified as either EXONERATED, UNFOUNDED, NOT SUSTAINED, or 
in SUSTAINED cases where the Disciplinary Recommendation does not exceed FIVE (5) DAYS SUSPENSION. 

SUBMIT ORIGINAL AND 3 COPIES I F ASSIGNED TO SAME UNIT AS ACCUSED, 

SUBMIT ORIGINAL AND 4 COPIES IF NOT ASSIGNED TO SAME UNIT AS ACCUSED. 


TO: 


SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE 

ATTENTION S ADMINISTRATOR IN CHARGE, OFFICE OF PROFESSIONAL STANDARDS 
n ASSISTANT DEPUTY SUPERINTENDENT, INTERNAL AFFAIRS DIVISION 


FROM-INVESTIGATOR'S NAME 

lOV'FUi 1_ 

AOb'RCSS OF INCIULNI 


NAME 

1. Robert Poholik 


RANK 

STAR NO. 

Inv. 

52 


social SEC. NO 


DATE OF INCIDENT - TIME 



HJNIT ASSIGN 

113 


30 May 1997 , 230Q hours 


BEAT OF INCIDENT 

1223 


James Daniels 


1966 



0 *vc AN •• f « TB O/I N Dtc re c 



LOCATION COOK 

_12_ 

MNIT ASSIGN. 

012 


DATE OF APPOINTMENT 

2. 9 .Tn ne_1 992 

05 July 199A 

CHARGES 


IDUTY STATUS 
B ON DUTY 


(3 SWORN 
O -CIVILIAN 


S ON DUTY n OFF DUTY 

COURT BRANCH ' loiSPOSlT lON d. OAfg 


012 


01 

01 


O.O.H./AGE I PHTB. 

]COND. 
CoD»t Q 



NAME 


□ SEE ATTACHED SHEET FOR ADDITIONAL ACCUSED. COMPLAINANTS, VICTIMS, WITNESSES, 


SergeonL Richard Gexveaka, Star #846, 0I2th Districtj contacted 
the Offiice of Profcssional Standards by at 0233 

hours, and rogicterecl a conv .-laint made by with Civilian 

Employee 

7 5 at approxlitately 2300 hours, in the vicinity of 
that OfiMcers R- Poholik and J. Daniels: 1) struck him in 



rh« face v;ich their 

i 

j! i s t s 

' 


I.A.O. LOCATION CODES* 



LA 

01 

Food Saies/KestAurant 

i-i 

Public Trsnsporjation Veh./Fac'litv 

01 

02 

Tavern/Lieuor Store 

Ui 

Parh District Property 

02 

03 

Other Business E^labli^hment 

}3 

Airport i 

03 

04 

Policy BiiMcJing 

14 

Public Properly - Other 

04 

05 

Uocxufi Facility 

15 

Oiner Privata Premise 

05 

OG 

Police Maintonance Kaci::!y 

\(> 

Expressway/lnterstate System 

06 

07 

CPD AiKorr^otive Povmd "achity 

1 7 

Public Way • Other 

07 

06 

Other K^piice Property 

1 8 

Waterway, IncI, Park District 

08 

09 

Police Corn rn u?iii ati o ns Sys terr^ 

19 

Private Residence 

09 

iO 

Court RooJ'i'i 



10 


I.A.D. PHYSICAL CONDITION CODEST 

No Visible Injury - AnParenlly Normal 
Nq Visible Injury • Under Inlliter.ce 
Injured, Not Hospitalkod 
Injured, Not Hosoltellied - Under Influerics 
Injured, Hospitslized 
Injurod, Hospltslized - Under influence 
Injured, Reiuseo Medical Atd 
Injured, Refused Medical Aid - Under Influenci 
Deceased 

Deceased • Under Influence 


* ‘ IK CMO MCMECFC LlST RANK. STAR, 

CPU 44 , ] I 2 r J j 


.L SECUR n V. EMPLOYEE NOS. IN ADDRESS BOX,. ^AX/QELL IN 'T ELEPHONE BOX 

f C.H NO., 
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SUMMARY REPORT DIGEST- 
COMPLAINT REGISTER INVESTIGATION NO 
CHICAGO POLICE DEPARTMENT 


2.45206 


O^TE Of REPOnT (PAV'MO -VEArt) 

31 July 1998 

August .19981_ 


To be used in all cases that are to be classified as either EXONERATED, UNFOUNDED, NOT SUSTAINED, or 
in SUSTAINED cases where the Disciplinary Recommendation does not exceed FIVE {S} DAYS SUSPENSION. 

SUBMIT ORIGINAL AND 3 COPIES IF ASSIGNED TO SAME UNIT AS ACCUSED. 

SUBMIT ORIGINAL AND 4 COPIES IF NOT ASSIGNED TO SAME UNIT AS ACCUSED. 


SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE 

ATTENTION S ADMINISTRATOR IN CHARGE, OFFICE OF PROFESSIONAL STANDARDS 
□ ASSISTANT DEPUTY SUPERlNTENDENT, INTERNAL AFFAIRS DIVISION 


FRDM.JNVESTIGATOR'S name 

Andt'^ew Palahniuk 


ADOWt.bi.C‘P ir<CIUt-NT 


1 RANK 

iSTAR NO, 

1 SOCIAL SEC. NO 1 EMPLOYEE NO 

1 Ixiv. 

! 007 

i_ 1 


113 


BEAT OF INCIDENT location code' 

1222 17 

























































FINDINGS—recommendations 


to pr^e c;d.p,^.e th. ane^atioo,). ,nPicatep..tnpr witn«i., or evidence 
a;'H^;L?y °' Action, and Record of Previoo, Compliment. 


SEE PAGE 2 


, INVESTIGATIVE REPORTS— 
ly, SUPPORTING allegation 


INVESTIGATIVE REPORTS' 


PHYSICAL EVIDENCE 


MLUEGATION SUPPO RTING ACC USED M EMBE R (S) 

<Z '-ISf attachment NUMBERS, LIST ATTACHMENT NUMBER5, LIST ATTACHMENT NUMBERS: 

'P] 8,16,25 31,35,39,49,53 8,14,21,27-30,42,55 


total number of attachments 
SUOMITTED WITH THIS FILE: 


31,35,39,49,53 


b^’'LTndVd'"for'"!:“ d^yMnoU ^-P reprimanded. 3. That the accu.d ntemher 


FINDINGS: 


ALLEGATION ^/1 
ALLEGATION i'/l 
ALLEGATION 7/2 
ALLEGATION i^Z 


Not Sustained against Officer .Pbholik 
Not Sustained against Officer Daniels 
Not Sustained against Officer Urbanski 
Not Sustained against Offreer Gonzalez 


OPS Acting Super^/i Dennis Jones, Star UuO 


□ ate' initiated -, QP 

IDATE COMPLAINT WAS -"iSy 70 

fiCCfUVED FOR INVF.STIGAT ION) 


lOATL COMPcgTED 
KOATE OF THIS 
fJ^EPO RT) 


31 July 


E LAPSED TlMf 

(TC. r AL TJMt 
eXPRES&J ;,.|N DAYS) 


in'/Rstigator will i.'iitiaie the Commano Channel Review INVCSTigaVop 

forr^ Dv_comi.loiirti. the ii'':ve5ji'..itor's Section. 

NELL3SARV. US- AN av, . 5HEET OF WHJTg; PAPER TO CONTINUE' ANY iTFr.^ 


81 da'vs 
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ACCUSED: (continued) 

3. Raymond U^anski^olice Officer, Star #6323, Employee 012, 

M/W, D0B;^|^^B69, DOA: 02 May 94, OnXtyTSwoni^ode: 01. 

4. Joe^onz^^Police Officer, Star #5301, Employee />^^^|Unit 012, M/H, 

p>OA: 03 January 95, On duty, Sworn, Code: 01, 


INVESTIGATION: 


Initially, the original complainant,to respond to the numerous attempts 
made to contact him, and arresting Officers Poholik and Daniels were requested to submit reports 
to the allegation^le^ed from the Complaint Against Department Member Form. However, in tlie 
interiin^^^^mcame to the Office of Professional Standards and gave a written statement, 
which not only reiterated his original allegations, but included additional allegations against 
unknown officers beatin^i^cquaintanceknowi^nl^^^^^^^^^^^Hstated that he was 
arrested unknown officers 

en route to the 009^'^ District Station, 
Officers Poholik and Daniels stopped their squad car underneath a viaduct and physically abused 
him, in that about the body and throat, choked him and struck him about the legs 

with a baton. I^JHHIisai^haUi^ustaine^^mis^^ii^hes^ndtlu'oat, and three days 

The 

III iiillliillii iiMiil il in the chest and 

hit with a baton on the nghMeg^n^ill taking medication for lower back pain that he complained 
about one week ago. diagnosed as having neck pain and being kicked in 

chest/neck, 


The Arrest Report that he was charged with Disorderly Conduct 

and placed under airest by Offlcern^oinik and Daniels, who reported that^^^^^Kvas yelling 
obscenities and refused to leave the area when told to do so by Beat keepers 

Visual Sojeaiin^hajk indicates no obvious pain or injiuy. The Identification Record photograph 


taken o. 


reveals no injury to his face, head or neck. 


Accused Officer^ober^o^Iik and James Daniels submitted reports stating that they 
arrested and trausported^^^^^^^J without incident. Both officers categorically denied the 
allegations made against them and one another in total. 
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INVESTIGATION: (continued) 



|was inteiviewed via the tele 
Jbeing struck by 

iruriK ana leii several limes before being appre 
stated that she did not see any officer(s) physically abusel 



away. 

^hile placing him un< 


Arresting Officers Ra 3 miond Urbanski a nd Joel Gonz alez were made accused and submitted 
reports. Both officers denied pliysicall^busin^^^^^Hor seeing any officer(s) do so. Officers 
Urbanski and Gonzalez reported that||||||||||||^^ustam^ lacerations to his knees from falling 
several times while fleeing, and laceration^omurepeatedly striking his face against the police cage. 


CONCLUSION: 


alleged that there were no witnesses when he was kicked about the head and 
body, choked and struck to the leg with a baton. However, the Identification Record photograph and 
medical records do not indicate any significant as alleged, and the screening record denotes no 
obvious pain or injury. Therefore, it is recommended that the findings for the allegations made 
against Officers Poholik and Daniels be Not Sustained. 


alleged that numerous unknown officers kicked him about the face and body, 
and photog raphs taken depict numerous lacerations and scrapes. However, the medical records 
indicate tha^^^^^^Btoldhospitay^ersonnclthayiehadbeen‘‘jumped” by a gang two hours prior 

contradictin g versions, in that 
I il Ulnllnili III il II iiiI|INimIimiiIi iI and said that||^^^^^^|was 

with her, stated that she witncssed^^^^^Hbeingaiwehende^^^^^^ see 

any officer(s) physically abuse him. The accused deniedTeatingB^BBH and reported that he fell 
several times prior to being apprehended and then struck his face/heacngamsl the police cage when 
being transported. Therefore, based on the statements and physical evidence at hand, it is 
recommended that the findings for the allegations given to arresting Officers Urbanski and Gonzalez 
be Not Sustained. 


/pm 

























f-'NjOl?^GS-RECOMMENOATtO MS 


iDvosiitiiiioji: 

Oh ;-v .^«il jtillf. R'Nd, icL-civdil lliis (',K lir'Ci-bi H’ imi wu , I i, IU>vviy»ux ;/S2 h . Atuiclind lo ihc . . , ■..,n ,.i„:,„ Arainsi 

H VK-mlvr \v.f;;u-..|>y ,>l she Aircsi Ihsp -.j, uI||^Hojs ihe lisiie sn i|ife.-t.,sn I lie ! A K.s, I'xiH^Hnrrcsi wsk 

. 111 ^ Allot K.'iwl iiliMiiiltcd )•,(). ling i/I ..am! j> s), |■:llU.m/yi //M’-e’ as iha arroiiiie nriuTT^Hod to (hVir 

II .IS A^viis^’il fSVe Am K\>s. 6, 7. ,v S) 


Oj^^QUUnjiyi^i, Jiiailed ceiiified leiicr ui die compjtiinanc (Ati. No. A) Tho articJe luaiiber of the certified letter wa<; 
(Alt. No. .S') 


On 03 iVlay 2006 at a^^^^iaicdy 2200 hrs, J^;S\rL. ■v^ent lo ilie address' of 


< IJ..lo me aouressoj^^^^Hiui <m atteiiipl to read) complaioaiit 

i R«:7' ‘ Ii"' ">'" "'7 >='«> by lil^mtvbn staled that coinplainani was hmne 

l-S^L ilun met wall compldinam who staled that hei' keys were uitmvale^^uuIi^chicKnd that she was frustriiied with "ixetlina 
■ IH- tun arouiio wheji site made calls inciuiring abooi the vehicle, asked complainain ifshe wished U> pursue the maite? any ' 

p she did not wish lo porsue (be inatterajul voJsiniarilv simied a Yoluniary Tennin<'ition CPn-44 ^04 

(Kev. Alb] (Alt. No. 3) R.''Sgi. advised complainaut dial a cenilied Idler was en route to her ma that she could di.sre iuird u R/^r*i 
also advised complainant (Iiai .slie could coniaci the Ili4lli Disirict directly in liie eveiil airesicd hi 

the fulriic ] his inlcA/iew is documented in An. No, 2 of Ihi;; |■ej>or^ 


rt4v t ksTit'jATIVf R£rp^PT5^^ 
SUPPORTING ALLEGATION 
Lksr ATTACHMENT NUMBERS: 


r:*’ piivsicAL’nvuiEwcr' '^mial num^ln' oi- aI lAf.otNir'NT^ 

Tmi Ar/i " ;;'w^ rtUBMltTEDSMTH THIS Sll E; ' 

Al IA( LIST ATTACHMENT NUMDE.RS; 


None I g _ 

AStJlII he^mSdo bfttfe numb^-. only One overall recoinm^ndation tor Ditsciplinary 

foT^-Ir.h suslaiuefj all^qato The recor>itri..ndsi!fon will be for ALl. scsf.ameO rindings: reoammendtifions will NOT be made 

te7ns« la ^ reprimanded. 3. Ttml Ihe .cou.ed member 

riNDlNGS: THP. COMPLAINT IS UNPONNDED 

I hc complainl was conUicicd by RASgu i-nd signori a Refu.sai. Coira'fajnam ilinlior suned !h<u her car keys were iocihed when 
nas able lo retnevLMhe au!o from ihc pound 


RICOMMLNDATIONS: ’None 


I- ti I 

i I A'.Mt VV.A;-; 
f^u 11‘iVLrri IGATION'- 


i: v<>'^iin;-ijr» wili iniliele the Consniend C^tuinnro 
hv epnn.«ci.nfj toe icvesilg^loTy Sectioi^ 


t («•> II I 

< >• H Ai iir.ti 
/.I I'l SVl.U IN OAVSl 


N i INUE AHY IYEM 
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DATi. Of^ /DAV ?vlO -VrAfr; 


31 DEC 02 _ 

To be used In all cases that are to be classified as either CXONERATED, UNFOUNDED, NOT SUSTAINED cases where 
the Disciplinary Recommendatior» does not exceed FIVE (5) DAYS SUSPENSION, 

SUBWiT ORIG;^,^Ai. AND 0 CODIES IF AS^lONFO TO SAMiH UNl’i AS ACCUSED 
SUaMJT ORIGiNAl AND < COFltS if NO'T ASSiCNBU TO SAME UMIf AS ACCUSED 

TO' SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE 

ATTENTION [X] ADMINISTRATOR IN CHARGE, OFFICE OF PROFESSIONAL STANDARDS 

I] ASSISTANT DEPUTY SUPERINTENDENT, INTERNAL AFFAIRS DIVISION 






























































































Briefly summarize the inwesligation describing your efforts to prove or^disprove the allegation(s) Indicate whether witnesses or evidence support or do 
not support the sllegations(s). 

In sustained csses ONLY, copies of the accused member's Summary of Previous Disciplinary Actions and Record of Previous Complimentary History will 
be Included as attachments, 


**** SEE PAGE TWO 




Summarize the findings and recommendations. Rule violations will be cited by rtumber only. One overall rGcommendation for Disciplinary Action will be 
made by the investigator. The recommendation will be for ALL sustained findings; recommendations will NOT be made for each sustained allegation, 
Example;!. Violation noted, no disciplinary action warranted, 2. That the accused member be reprimanded. 3. That the accused member be 
suspended for.... days (not to exceed 5 days), 



Investigator will initiate the Command Channel Review 
for by completmn the Investigator’s Section 


IF NI-;t:f:;>SARY. I .T'^ AN 11" SHEET Wlj^ fE PAPER TO’Ct4>iTINUE ANY ITEM. 

















OFFICE OF PROFESSIONAL STANDARDS Page 

CR 25980 

ALLEGATIONS: 

On 25 November 02, at approximately 103 6 hours, the complainant 
telephoned the Office of Professional Standards and registered a complaint with Intake Aide 
Yolanda Toppins, Employee alleges that on 23 November 02, at 

approximately 1330 Marvin Eng #11009; 

(1) Planted drugs on him, and 

(2) Struck him about the body. 

^^^^^^further alleges that on the same date/time and location several unidentified officers: 
(1) Struck him about the body^ face, and head with closed fists. 
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INVES'I’IGATIOH CONTINUED; 

The medical records from reflect informed 

hospital personnel that he sustained his injuries by being '‘beaten up by the police. 
diagnosed as having a facial contusion, hand sprain and blunt back trauma. 

Department reports indicate tlrat^^^^^fwas arrested and charged with Simple 
Battery, and Possession of a Controlled Substance. The arrest report indicates 
resisted arrest and caused injury to Officer Marvin Eng #11009, 

The Attendance and As.signment records show that tliere are several officers assigned 
to the 013‘'' District with the last name ‘ffiopezf’ failed to cooperate with this 

investigation by missing his appointment to view photographs at the Internal Affairs Division. ; 

In a To~From Report, accused officer Marvin Eng #11009. stated he responded to 
a Drug Selling Eng denied planting any drugs 

on 

In a To-From Report, witness officer Frederich G. Gopez#13205, stated that lie and 
his partner, Officer Eng responded to a call of “Selling Drugs.” Officer Gopez did not observe 

in 


Officer Eng plant drugs on' 
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CONCLUSION: 
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The attached investigation has 
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HlA- General Investigations South 
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c.'ase Management .supervisor-Joseph Ntehlik. 
Sergeant 

Bureau of Internal Affairs - General Investigations 
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Accused: Sergeant German VAZQUEZ, Star#23I6, JEmpl. 

Allegation #1: It is alleged on 12-JA N-15, at approximately 

1200 hours, at the location Sergeant German 

VAZQUEZ, Star #2316, entered her apartment with a search warrant and cut open her 
futon mattress. 

Allegation #2: It is alleged 5, at approximately 

1200 hours, at the location Sergeant German 

VAZQUEZ, Star #2316, entered her apartment with a search warrant and opened and 
stepped on packages of food. 

Allegation#3: It is alleged by^^^^^^^^^BthatonJ^-MN-15, at approximately 
1200 hours, at the location Sergeant German 

VAZQUEZ, Star #2316, entere^ie^partmen^iti^^earclM^rant and threw clothing 
onto the floor and walked on the clothes making them muddy. 


INVESTIGATION 



On 26-JAN-15 the undersigned received this case for investi gation. 17-FEB-15 
undersigned interviewed the complainantj 
that on 12-JAN-15 she arrived home to| 
and found her apartment "all tore up." The complainant stated that the back door had 
been dtimaged as if it had been forced open, everything had been thrown out of her closet, 
her clothes were taken out of her dresser and thrown on the floor, her batliroom towels 
were on the floor, and packages of food had been opened and on the floor in the kitchen. 
The complainant further stated that her futon mattress was cut down the side in an 
apparent attempt to look inside. According to the complainant, her clothes were muddy 
in that they iiad been stepped on, and the packages of food that were on the floor in the 
kitchen had to be thrown away in that they had also been stepped on. The complainant 
stated that the copy of the search warrant that had been left for her did not specify which 
third floor apart ment the warrant authoriz ed to be searched. The complainant explained 
that she lived 


and that although the search warrant did not 


identify the apaitinent number, it did cite the name a 
the name of 

stated that she had no complaint about the back door damage in that it was not her door 
and the landlord had it repaired. 


which is 
The complainant 


On 25-MAR-15 the complainant dropped off photographs to the undersigned which 
allegedly showed the condition of the complainant's apartment as she found it after the 
execution of the search warrant. Additionally, the complainant clarified that she was 
making an allegation that the officers entered her apartment without a warrant that 
specified which apartment the warrant allowed to be searched. 
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With respect to the allegations of the complainant regarding clothes allegedly thrown to 
the floor and muddied, boxes of food allegedly opened and stepped on, as well as a futon 
mattress that was allegedly cut open, the undersigned identified as the accused all of the 
entry officers including Sgl. German VAZQUEZ, and the affiant, P.O. John 
SANDOVAL. Additionally, the undersigned identified P.O. SANDOVAL as the accused 
relative to the complainant's allegation that the officers entered her apartment without a 
warrant that specified which apartment the warrant allowed to be searched. 

All of the accused submitted reports addressing the allegations, and P.O. SANDOVAL 
provided a statement None of the officers or the sergeant stated that they committed any 
of the actions that were alleged by the complainant None of the officers or the sergeant 
stated that they observed any other members commit any of the actions that were alleged 
by the complainant Officers SANDOVAL, DURAN, and HONDA did state that food 
items were already on the kitchen floor prior to their entry. P.O. DURAN stated that he 
did remove food items from the pantry and place them neatly on the floor. 


The undersigned did review the photographs provided by the complainant as well as the 
entry and exit photographs that were taken by P.O, HONDA. The exit photographs did 
not show clothing on the floor, but did not show the entire floor area of the apartment. 
The photographs that were provided by the complainant did show some clothing on the 
floor, but it could not be determined from the photographs whether they had been stepped 
on or muddied. The photographs provided by the complainant did show a futon mattress 
(hat had apparently been cut down the side. The entry and exit photos did not show the 
futon mattress in a manner whereby it could be determined if it had been cut open. The 
photographs provided by the complainant, as well as the photographs taken by P.O. 
HONDA, did show that several items were placed together in a section of the kitchen 
floor outside of the pantry, and did not depict what was described by the complainant. 


With respect to the allegation that the officers entere^he^parmjen^vitl^^search 
warrant that did not specifically authorize entry to the 

undersigned reviewed a copy of the Search Warrant and the Complaint for Search 
Warrant. The review of said documents revealed that the Search Warrant did not specify 
the specific apartment to be searched by number, and identified the premises to be 
searched only as the "Third floor apartment of a multi unit ap artment building located at 

The Complaint for Search 
WaiTant revealed that information to obtain the Search Warrant was provided by a 
subject referred to as J. DOE, who described the specific location of the apartment in 
question as the rear door to the south at the third floor landing of| 

The Complaint for Search Warrant and the Search Warrant were each signea ny Juti£C 
Angel^PETRONE. On 21-APR-15 the undersigned conducted a location visit to| 

and the rear entry was 

to the south at the third floor landing, as stated in the Complaint for Search Warrant, and 
was to the north. Therefore, in that it is clear that the Search Warrant was 
issued for the apartment specifically described in the Complaint for Search Warrant, 
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which was the Search Warrant did authorize entry 

into apartment into her apartment. 

FINDINGS 

Accused: Police Officer John SANDOVAL, Star #7573, Empl. 010. 

Allegation #1: Not Sustained - Insufficient evidence either to prove or disprove the 
allegation. 

Allegation #2: Unfounded - The allegation is false or not factual. 

Allegation #3: Not Sustained - Insufficient evidence either to prove or disprove the 
allegation. 

Allegation #4: Unfounded - The allegation is false or not factual. 
REC0MMENDAT10N:|^^m^^^^^ 

Accused; Police Officer, Jose DURAN Star #13930, Empl. #^^^| Unit 010. 

Allegation #1: Not Sustained — Insufficient evidence either to prove or disprove the 
allegation. 

Allegation #2: Unfounded - The allegation is false or not factual. 

Allegation #3: Not Sustained - Insufficient evidence either to prove or disprove the 
allegation. 

RECOMMENDATION:^^^^^^^^! 

Accused: Police Officer Marcos BOCANEGRA, Star #13191, Empl. t^^^^UnitOlO 

Allegation #1; Not Sustained - Insufficient evidence either to prove or disprove the 
allegation. 

Allegation #2: Unfounded - The allegation is false or not factual. 

Allegation #3: Not Sustained - Insufficient evidence either to prove or disprove the 
allegation. 

recommendation.|^^^^^^^H 
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Accused: Police Officer Shawn ALONZO, Star #10081, Empl. Unit 010* 

Allegation #1: Not Sustained - Insufficient evidence either to prove or disprove the 
allegation. 

Allegation #2: Unfounded - The allegation is false or not factual. 

Allegation #3: Not Sustained - Insufficient evidence either to prove or disprove the 
allegation. 

RECOMMENDATION 

Accused: Police Officer Daniel HONDA, Star #3478, Empl. Unit 010. 

Allegation #1: Not Sustained - Insufficient evidence either to prove or disprove the 
allegation. 

Allegation #2: Unfounded - The allegation is false or not factual. 

Allegation #3: Not Sustained — Insufficient evidence either to prove or disprove the 
allegation. 

REC0MMENDATI0N:^^^^^^^^H 

Accused: Police Officer Miguel ROMERO, Star #9955, Empl. Unit 010. 

Allegation #1: Not Sustained - Insufficient evidence either to prove or disprove the 
allegation. 

Allegation #2: Unfounded - The allegation is false or not factual. 

Allegation #3: Not Sustained - Insufficient evidence either to prove or disprove the 
allegation. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

Accused: Police Officer David LOPEZ, Star#l2685, Empl. ^/^^UnitOlO. 

Allegation #1: Not Sustained - Insufficient evidence either to prove or disprove the 
allegation. 

Allegation #2; Unfounded - The allegation is false or not factual. 
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Allegation #3; Not Sustained - Insufficient evidence either to prove or disprove the 
allegation. 


RECOMMENDATION: 


Accused: Sergeant German VAZQUEZ. Star #2316, Empl. m^^Unit 010. 

Allegation #1: Not Sustained - Insufficient evidence either to prove or disprove the 
allegation. 

Allegation #2: Unfounded - The allegation is false or not factual. 

Allegation #3; Not Sustained - Insufficient evidence either to prove or disprove the 
allegation. 

RECOMMENDATION: 


DATE INITIATED: 26-JAN-20J5 
DATE COMPLETED; 08-JUN-20I5 
ELAPSED TIME: 133 Days 


Approved; 



BIA- Investigations South 



r;isr Management Supervisor - Joseph Stehlik 
Sergeant 

Bureau of Internal Affairs 
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To be used in all cases that are to be classified as either EXONERATED, UNFOUNDED, NOT SUSTAINED, or 
in SUSTAINED cases where the Disciplinary Recommendation does not exceed FIVE (5| DAYS SUSPENSION. 


SUBMIT ORIGINAL AND 3 COPIES IF ASSIGNED TO SAME UNIT AS ACCUSED. 
SUBMIT ORIGINAL AND 4 COPIES I F NOT ASSIGNED TO SAME UNIT AS ACCUSED. 


TO: SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE 

ATTENTION ^ ADMINISTRATOR IN CHARGE, OFFICE OF PROFESSION AL STANDARDS 
n ASSISTANT DEPUTY SUPERINTENDENT, INTERNAL AFFAIRS DIVISION 

frcm.inVestigator's name" ~ 

R, E.Fundarek 

AUURE SS’CrTNCTDETn 



SEE ATTACHED SHEET FOR ADDITIONAL ACCUSED. COMPLAINANTS, VICTIMS, WITNESSES 


The complaint was receiv er! via telep hone on August at UWTO hours with uiit Oitict' of 

Professional Standards. mm|Ba^^Hedth^on 01 August 1998 at 2300 hours Officer 
McDonough while in the 1)sprayed him with pepper spray, twice, 

2)st.ruck him with a fJashlight about his l-'ody and elbow, 3)kicked his feet from under him, 
causing him to fall to the ground and cut his hand on broken glass and 4)handcuffed him too 
tightly. It is further alleged that Officer Poholik 5)failed to take any action when he 
observed his partner physically abusing the complainant. 


l-A.D. 

LOCATION CODES* 



l.A.D. 

PHYSICAL CONDITION CODEST 

01 

FqcxS Gaies/Rc5t3urani 

11 

Public Transportation Veh./Facility 

1 01 
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02 
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02 
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IS 
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03 
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Police Building 

14 
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04 

Injured, Not Hospitalized • Under Influence 

05 

Lockup .'^aciiity 

15 

Other Private Premise 

j 05 

Injured, Hospitalized 

06 
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16 

£xprcssway/lnterstatc System 

06 

Injured, Hospitalized - Under influence 

07 
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1 7 
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1 07 

Injured, Refused Medical Aid 

QB 

Other Police Property 

le 
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Ofl 

Injured, Refused Medical Aid - Undui iritiuiiriLe 

OS 
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19 

private ResidcncB 

09 

Deceased 

1 0 

Court Room 



10 

Deceased - Under Influence 
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FI N DIN GS—R EC O M M EN D AT IONS 


Briefly summarize the investigation describing your efforts to prove or disprove the allegat(on(s). Indicate whether v^/itnesses or evidence 
support or do riot support the allegation(s). 

In sustained cases ONLY, copies of the accused member’s Sunhmary of Previous Disciplinary Actions and Record of Previous Compliment¬ 
ary History will be Included as attachments. 


> 

or 

< 

S 

s 

D 

vj 


SEE' PAGE 2 
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SUPPORTING ALLEGATION 
LIST ATTACHMENT NUMBERSs 
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3,4a,4b 
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> unr.n|TTED WITH THIS FILE; 
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ArMon'’wm Violations will be cited by number only. One overall recommendation for Disciplinary 

Aluoh Will dc m^d.eby the investigator. The recommendation will be for ALL sustained findings; reGommendations will NOT be made 
for each sustained alJegationv 

Example; a. Violation noted, no disciplinary action vvarranted. 2. That the accused member be reprimanded. 3. That the accused member 
be suspended for.days (not to exceed 6 days). 

FINDINGS: 

A[,.LEGATIONS //l - #4 Not Sustained against Officer Patrick McDonough #15921 
ALLEGATION #3 Not Sustained against Officer Robert J. Poholik #10721 


APPRO, 



OPS Supervisor' Michael .1. Duffy, S^;jr •'•14 
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form D-v cOhirrteLirK; the Investi^iator's Sccticn 
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79 day.5 
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A'HF.E'r 0<^ c- 
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SUMMARY: 

that on the date and time in question^ he was 
walking in the area of he was approached by two officers in uniform, 

now known as Officers McDonoughan^Poliolik At that point, someone Eom a building yelled 
"50" and they thoughUie did. that one of the officers picked up a plastic bag of 

rock cocaine. ^mUf^vas handcuffed because the officers thought it belonged to him. He was 
patted down and searched. He was then placed in the back seat of th e squad car. He th ought he was 
going to be taken directly to the station, but instead, was driven to ramp. 

Officer McDonough said that he was going to try a little experiment on him and sprayed him directly 
in his eyes with pepper spray and asked him how this felt. When^^^^^fsaid it didn’t feel good. 
Officer McDonough spraye d him a secon d time, Wlien this occunSji^as out of tire squad cai* 
at the time and in handcuffs. tliat Officer McDonough then struck him on his right 

elbow, back of his left leg and left hip with a llashlight. Officer McDonough then kicked his legs 
out from under him and he fell to the ground, cutting his left hand on some glass. 

that at that time, a black Bronco with a railroad security guard di’ove down. 
He pulled up to the police car and there was a conversation between the guard and the officers. 
Then, Officer McDonough said that if they found nothing in the back of the squad cai*, he would be 
released. The officers moved the back seat of the squad car and found a hypodermic needle with a 
substance in it^Officc^^Donough said it was heroin. Other ofQcers arrived on the scene and one 
of them asked^^^^^lwhy he was bleeding from his hand. Officer McDonough said he fell. 
After taken to the station on Racine and Monroe. Officer McDonough 

whispered to him tliat he shouldn’t say anything and that when he went to court, he would drop the 
charges against him, that when a white Sergeant asked him wliat happened, he told 

him that he fell that he did tell tlie lockup keeper that he wanted to go the 

hospital, and was taken to Cook County Hospital. He was treated and released and talcen back to jail. 
When he came back to the station, his right arm was in a cast. He said that the hospital staff told him 
had torn ligaments. 

The Arrest Report foil^^^^Hn^cated that he was arrested on 31 July 1998 at 2330 
hours, while in the vicinity Street by Officers McDonough and Pohoiik. The 

officers reported that the subject yelled "five-o" causing a crowd to disperse rapidly. He was placed 
into custody after a custodial search revealed one clear plastic bag containing white rock suspect 
cocaine. Also recovered was one hypo needle filled with suspect heroin from his right sleeve. 

Plastic bags and needle were inventoried under 

The Reporting Investigator went to the location of 16“' and Ashland where^^^^B^tated 
that this alleged incident occurred. There is a ramp tliat leads up to the railroad tracks, I’he 
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SUMMARY: (continued) 

Reporting Investigator drove up this ramp and followed the road that runs adjacent to the tracks for 
approximately two blocks. The only building in the area is a factory. The Reporting Investigator 
could not locate any type of security building nor were there any security guards in the area. 


The Medical Report indicated that he was admitted to the Cook County 

Hospital, escorted by the police on 01 August 1998, at 0133 hours. stated to hospital 

personnel that he was hit witli a stick and sprayed with pe 
diagnoses revealed an 
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SUMMARY; (oontiiiued) 



shirt sleeve. Officer D'Ambrosia observed no signs of injury or physical abuse to_ 

did he complain of being injured or physically abused. Officer D’Ambrosia said that 
never requested medical attention or complained about being sprayed with pepper spray. 

Officer Patrick McDonough, Star #19921 related in his signe^tatemcnt that on the date in 
question, he and his partner were patrolling the proj ects in the area of H||||||||Bl^s pulled up, 

^ partner exited their vehicle and approached the subject, nowknovim 

aplastic bag of suspect Crack Co caine in his left hand. A needle 
was also found inside his right sleeve of the shirt he was wearing. placed inside a 

squad car and taken to the 012^^ District for processing. Officer I I.. ml ih 11 

gave thenm^mblemsa^r as he can recall. Officer McDonough said thatHHlBlIwasnev^ 
talcen toJ||||||^^^^^^hut was taken directly to the station. Officer McDonough said he 
obscrvedlmatoi^^^^^H hand while they were at the station. Officer McDonough said that he 
did not know to the hospital until it was revealed to him by the Reporting 

I]iVB.stigator. He did not see^^H^^Hafter he was brought in for processing. Officer McDonough 
said he did not know thatjj^^^^^Jsuffered a fractured elbow. He also said that he did not use 
peppei^nmvoi^e complainant during the course of his airest. Officer McDonough said he did not 
a flashlight about his body and elbow and did not have to use pepper spray 
on him because they had no problem with him. Officer McDonough denies all allegations against 
him. 


Officer Robert J. Poholik, Sta^]0721jjdated in his signed statement that he and his partner, 
Officer McDonough were in the^^^^^^Jwhm^he^iear^mnal^lack shout||^ They 
exited their vehicle an^jegar^i field interviewat^^m^^^H^IA protective pat down 
yielde^n^^d^in^^^d^Jjleft hand. ^^^^^(pIscHiacn^yring^n the long sleeve of his 
shirt. ||||||||||||||[mwas handcuffed by Officer McDonough and placed in custody. Officer Poholik 
said lie does not recall if Officers Kush and D'Ambrosia pulled up while^^^^^lwas being 
placed in the squad car or at th^im^ie was being placed in handcuffs. Officen^ohdik said that 
he and his partner transported the station for proc essing. Res tated that Officers Kush 

and D’Ambrosia came to the station right after they arrived with but did not follow them 

there. 


Officer Poholik stated tliat he did not recall seeing 
not ask to go to a hospital. Officer Poholik stated that 

near the railroad track ramp. Officer Poholik said that he and his partner took 



hand bleeding and said he did 
w'as not taken to I 



to the 


lockup and left, Officer Poholik stated that 


was taken directly from 13^^‘ Street to the 


district for processing. Officer Poholik stated that he never observed his partner, Officer 
McDonough, or any officer physically abused 


Officer Poholik fuither stated that 
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SUMMARY: (continued) 

■ was never sprayed with pepper spray. Officer Poholik stated that he did not know that 
was taken to the hospital because after taking him to the lockup, he and his partner left. 


CONCLUSION: 




